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The Navy continues to be methodical in its work while conducting radiological retesting at the
former Hunters Point Naval Shipyard {HPNS). The Navy follows a process established by federal
law and is extremely detailed in its analysis to ensure there is no contamination that would
pose a risk to public health.

Navy chemists recently found that it needed ihigher data guality in lab results for determining

true levels of strontium-90. As a result, the Navy collaborated with regulatory agencies to
determine an improved testing method.

The questions and answers that follow address what the Navy did and why.

What happened?

Navy chemists found inconsistencies in some of the strontium-90 results collected in 2021
were. For example, when labs conduct testing, they prepare “method blanks,” which are
supposed to show zero contaminants when analyzed to serve as a baseline for comparison.
However, some of the “blanks” were showing levels of strontium-90. This is the equivalent of
having a “false positive” or “false negative” result from a medical test.

What exactly is changing?

The Navy is strengthening the laboratery method and will be using a larger sample size to
provide greater certainty in the lab results.§

Is there reason to be concerned about Strontium-90 at HPNS?

No. The strontium-90 lab results to date have not indicated a risk to human health or the
environment. We are following standard procedures to address a lab issue. Results were not

reproducible in duplicate samples and laboratory-prepared method blanks had detections -
which should not contain strontium-90. Navy chemists identified the need for a new laboratory
method to provide greater certainty in the lab results. The Navy has received regulatory

approval for this laboratory method and will continue to follow standard procedures to ensure
accurate testing.

Is this change allowed?

Yes. Both the Navy work plan for the Parcel G retesting work and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency’s laboratory method for strontium-90 allows for adjustments like this to
ensure accuracy. Navy chemists worked with the laboratory and regulatory agencies to improve
the testing method for strontium-90 to provide better data quality in the lab results.

Do the regulatory agencies support changing the method for strontium?

Yes. The Navy has received regulatory approval for the new laboratory method for strontium-
90 analysis in soil.

What’s next?

The Navy will reanalyze all of the Parcel G strontium-90 soil samples collected to date. The Navy
will continue to provide the community updates on the Parcel G retesting work through our
website, community meetings, and quarterly reports.
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